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Wr. Larry Tteiatroub 
uhissgo 3un-7imes 
Chicago, 111 . 

Gear Mr. ft'eintrsub, 

- “ U “ ■-* «• .« iV^S^T/S l^to^Tl'S TlT* 

I have no doubt your reporting is accurate. 

dour day, I'f p^no’attentlcj 'V^ *“ 2 12 “ 2C 

ioa &» painful ana costly y« a ra of work! nr in *h* ft-™* 1 ?!? lla3 ,f c f 0 » “*>» w* tay 
tion have convinced me that th* e/m-t^i o^ira " l h . . ’ ' !lfJ political aasassina- 

. allots, tae literary Ugutfingers teve"b«c 0 uo* B : ' ; * R ^ 3ea ^° a : 

acceptance of truth, especially because 0 f tn, , dve m ~ f ulUout ® 
already unfriendly pres 3 . 3 ec -' tj< V a « vo *» sm 

S3 bS 3S3 mS^®^»SS 

teen none. Mot from the station, not from Skolnick toL* ?™** T 1“T ^ 

get printed* Rather tton (vriirr rv.j^c* ,*> 0 . UBlVt tten ccnnot now 

re sear ca done by Wa S«. ^CotoMe^i • T* tloa “ *““**« ?/ere ’ Ue **«ult of 
y 18 uUaa at -clunbia College", they «re 10<$ unoriginal. 

like to see this work^n^rint^uiT ^ rr!c froai e - cu °lishing executive who’d 

and hod told me Skolnick W be SSL^S ? 1 I U ’ *“* tol<i Skolnick about me 
doing on the asasesinltloM id Utf V 118 beceuae or work bis close was 
about to ,uU he tS !d Jneirhi^ouW r ^ *** 

group, also reports trying, without succeed Vdls!^ sLlaiekf Sk ° lnleiC ’ 8 

has a •ow^t^iSSr.Jmir:^? ? ?*”* ° an **?« * «•*» *** 

Skolnick ?r?3 to phone tnst nl^ht " ThJ C **^2 copyrighted). ne told me 
there was no ca ll. KoT t at - Jr? aS i ™ o ° ad 3UCoeediag ai « bt3 I waited up, but 
wbo did a little of the local checking fo-^e 1, In ? o^or** n ° 1 ? USe f li7lns ia Chicago, 
*«*» given him copies of tfc- fi u ■ messed vi"l l f £ f ? ^ WliU tUat > 1 
?BI "reports", whiea are hardly that "at “ it u rf C!bvaiaoa » 50 ? les => r various 
to have quoted, them ,* the interl-ethtio^’r rt f ‘° e £, tait 3koiai< * 33 ^ 
the report* pretend to Qav I'm, > / I ? t n tilis ia contrary to wuat 

«*«•»»«. ?t “wr;. S?’»St ssS-js iim *•* ii ““» 

those contemporaneous newspaper accounts are from my work;" ^ “ e * S,ld ‘ aVea 



Swan if this friend gave Skolnick "pexTuiasion" to use my work 
^kolnicn aurely knew he could not and any such permission had no meaning. 

7 jCUbb the xriana aid tnis. Skolnick is the expert on the law, tcet aa m 0 aee ks 
to restore integrity to society, is ne not? 



present 



, Al1 °f ia damaging to me end what I seek. *t presents a clear and 

danger to Bolden tend this also is in that book, in some datail). It is 
because oi this hazard to aim that I have made no recent effort to contact Bolden 
despite encouragement from his friends in the recent past. Whether his atorv ia ' * 
tru ?,°f/ 0 } 39 13 unrelated to the possibility of jeopardy. Need 1 add that such 
puollcity is not calculated to encouhega ^oldcn to disclose what he might not have? 
it wiii, without doubt, close a just-opened door, a new area from which new infor- 
mstion might nave been obtained. And it is hardly designed to increase the possi- 
bility of getting my book printed. ' 



When I have been working on this for close to four yearn and hove been 
careful to avoid my mention of it in any way, can you imagine how I feel when 
this cheap puollcity seeker first setals it and than says it is his own work? 

/.hen .alright, who had spoken to me by phone, questioned Skolnick about 
tuis, according to the letter I got from Albright yesterday Skolnick said it was 
not my mnterisl and ho did not get it from as. Where he got it is entirely imma- 
terial. There is little doubt ho got it from my friend, the conditions only being 
unknown, and tilers is absolutely no doubt this la my material, attested toby 
the copyright, how it is not possible to copyright government documents, bufc^it 
is possible to copyright taa use to which they are put, particularly if, as in 
this case, that use is opposite what the documents seem to say. 

The question is not, essentially, one of violation of copyright, for I 
hove no plans to sue either the silent station or the silont Skolnick. It is, how- 
ever, one of integrity, especially Skolnick* 3. Ana there is the constant problem 
faced by those elements of the medio willing to give time for controversial topics, 
can they ba hurt *s e result? 1 think there is little doubt Skolnick has laid this 
station wid-3 open to suit* 



Because tuere ties been no response to my rs(?ueat for a tope of tue show. 
I’d appreciate it if you could find the time to tell me whet else tuis paradigm 
of legal and judicial purity aired and any special interpretations he may have 
placed on any of it. Although this is already nn enormous book, ray investigation 
wne continuing and I’d lika to know what might handicap it, if note indeed, render 
any further work futile. 



3y the way, despite whot Mr. Cleen-the-Oourts 'says, this was not the only 
contemporaneous threat egelnst JFK in Chicago and at that time. It is my~Tnterpre- 
tation it is tho one that caused cancellation of the trip. And that seems to have 
been at Secret Service behest, not JFK’s idea, as skolnick conjectures. Nor is this 
the threat of which Holden hes talked. 



Sincerely, 



Harold V/eisberg 



